1/27/75 


Well* Joe? 

Why did you say the opposite of -hat you know? 

I could conjecture but I won # t bother# Fact ia enough# 

If you think for a minute that I'm kidding about the challenjo in my enclosed 
letter to ^import, who not call any sup osecl bluff? 

I haven't listened to the tapes, but I recall our discussing "conspiracy 
theories" only in terms of my disagreement with a l mo st all tho others on this# 

I do recall quit j specifically giving you an entirely non-conopirntorial explana- 
tion of how it all got o tar ted# If the tapes do not include it, much else does. *t 
is not somethin. ; * invented for you only# * 

On perjury and its subornation and official lying, I extend you an Invitation 
to confront the fact ^and the record I have made in court and in writing to those who 
did commit these crimes# You can have access to my files or I 9 11 give you tho case 
numbers. If you have any shrori of integrity, whether or not you say anything publicly 
you will satisfy yourself# 

The case I didn't go into while calling it the first in the one in -/hick you wanted 
to soo handler's "forever forfond" minority decision# it began as Ca 710—70. 

Where Arohiviat iviiouds swore falsely ia 2369-70. My subsequent correspondence ith 
him on tliia I'll be ;iLad to show you# No doniol cince. to date. iUid I've reminded him# 

The one in which, whether you bclievo it or not, not leaving taken the trouble 
to look while you were hero, in whioli- 1 laid tho same charge on an FBI agent nonovi 
Williams is £ 2301-70. This is tine one that went to the Supreme ^ourt# Ann i f yon think 
t j.at I wan pom * :d.nd of nut, seo Congressional Record for il ay 30, 1974# ^hia ia the first 
of four cases cited as requiring the amending of tho Fol law. Remember what the Congress 
did to Ford's veto? 

Mo matter what, I will not say for any use what I told you about Bud and me. He 
has a compul&i/jn to any what ho thinks about wo# He cannot liavs been with you witiiout 
having used almost the exact words you do# But when I was a a explicit as I wa3, how the 
hull could you, with any aeli-roupeot, write what you did? 

^0 difftirunco what you toll yourself , when you write aer ie thing like thin you 
whore. How could you bring yourself to o<*y anvtldn/: about Lesor witiiout talking to him? 
How can you kno-^ about what he thinks, says, feels, does? I'm almost 62 and 

your viciounness rkioeo lit^-ls difference to me. But he is a young nan just sorting, 
working without pay wlien h o can ill afford to# How could you bring youruclf to defame 
liim without ovan looking at him? Especially when he has ji*et sot a fundamental new 
principle of law, unless tho ^upremo dourt overturns it. (Arguments were filed by 1/6 
and tho court has not said whether it will grant the Htate cort.) 

You Imvc broogfet ire some corfort. living bb I do is, to me at least, preferable 
to living better if it weans I'd have to write ao you have. 

Thanks! 


Harold Weisberg 


